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secularism that it has tended to weaken the family tie and of
state socialism that it expressly seeks to destroy the corporate
conception of society. The whole trend of what is called
economic progress, towards larger aggregations of property,
factory production, standardization, and the like, is to make
the individual less and less the master of his fate, less and less
conscious of his individual responsibilities to his family and his
neighbours. It would be the function of a wise government
to correct this tendency by directing its remedial legislature to
improving the economic position of the family, as opposed to
the individual, to enforcing, instead of weakening, parental
responsibility, to encouraging ownership, which is the essential
secular foundation of the family economy, and by judicious
fiscal measures to easing the lot of the small holder, the small
shopkeeper, and the small producer and manufacturer. Many
people are to-day alive to this, and the Conservative aim of
'a property-owning democracy' marks the explicit recognition
by one of the two great political parties of the need to safeguard
the economic independence of the family. But much remains
to be done.

As far as concerns the corporate character of society, all
parties are equally at fault in having deliberately created a
system under which men are taught to look, for the ultimate
source of their well-being, neither to themselves and their own
thrift, nor to the corporation in which they serve (be it a
profession, a limited liability company, a co-operative associa-
tion, an industry, or a craft), but to the State. The result is the
artificial stimulation of an unnatural rivalry whereby the
individual as citizen puts pressure on the State to give him
benefits which the State in turn can only pay for by passing the
burden back, in one form or another, to trade or industry or
agriculture; the individual worker, therefore, is asking at the
same time for cash and services from the State and for higher
rewards from his trade, profession, or employment and is never
called to consider the necessary relation between his personal
efforts and the totality of his rewards. In his view, what he
: cannot get as a workman from the industrial swings, he will
extract as a voter from the political roundabouts. This leads
to a division of loyalties and ends in the worst of all situations,